INDEX 


ABATEMENT OF ACTIONS. See Indians, 2. 
ABORIGINAL TITLE TO INDIAN LANDS. See Indians, 1. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. 


Food and Drug Administration decision—Use of drugs for executions— 
Judicial review.—Where respondent prison inmates, who had been sen- 
tenced to death by lethal injection of drugs, petitioned Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration, alleging that use of drugs for such purpose violated Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act and requesting that FDA take enforcement 
actions to prevent such violations, FDA’s decision not to take requested 
enforcement actions was not subject to review under Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act. Heckler v. Chaney, p. 821. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES FOR DISCHARGE OF PUBLIC 
EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 


ADMISSION TO STATE BAR. See Constitutional Law, V. 


ADMISSION TO SURGEONS’ ORGANIZATION. See Judgments. 


AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See Social 
Security Act. 


AIRLINE’S LIABILITY FOR PASSENGERS’ INJURIES. See War- 
saw Convention. 


ALABAMA. See Constitutional Law, II; Convention on the Territorial 
Sea and the Contiguous Zone. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. See Judgments. 

ARBITRATION. See Federal Arbitration Act. 
ARGUMENT TO JURY. See Criminal Law, 2. 
ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


ASSISTANCE OF PSYCHIATRIST FOR CRIMINAL DEFENDANT. 
See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 


ASSOCIATIONAL RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Judg- 
ments. 


BAR ADMISSIONS. See Constitutional Law, V. 
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BOUNDARIES OF STATES. See Convention on the Territorial Sea 
and the Contiguous Zone. 


BROKER-DEALERS. See Federal Arbitration Act. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Administrative Procedure Act; Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 1. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 


Sex discrimination in employment—Hiring of city Recreation Direc- 
tor.—Where (1) petitioner was only woman applicant for position of re- 
spondent city’s Recreation Director, (2) a committee of four men and one 
woman offered job to one of seven male applicants, (3) petitioner ultimately 
filed suit in Federal District Court against city for sex discrimination in 
violation of Title VII of Act, and (4) judgment for petitioner was entered 
on basis of court’s factfindings that petitioner was most qualified candi- 
date, that she was only applicant asked questions by committee as to her 
spouse’s feelings about her application, and that male committee members 
were biased against hiring a woman, Court of Appeals misapplied clearly- 
erroneous standard for considering District Court’s factfindings under 
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 52(a), and accordingly erred in denying 
petitioner relief under Title VII. Anderson v. Bessemer City, p. 564. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM ACT OF 1978. See Jurisdiction, 1. 
CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT ACT. See Jurisdiction, 1. 


CLEAN WATER ACT. 


Toxic wastes—Variances from effluent limitations.—Environmental 
Protection Agency’s interpretation of § 301(1) of Act—which provides that 
EPA may not “modify” any effluent-limitation requirement of § 301 insofar 
as toxic materials are concerned—as not prohibiting EPA from issuing 
“fundamentally different factor” variances to atypical dischargers of toxic 
waste, is sufficiently rational to preclude a court from substituting its judg- 
ment for EPA’s. Chemical Manufacturers Assn. v. Natural Resources 
Defense Council, Inc., p. 116. 


COASTLINE. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contigu- 
ous Zone. 


CONCURRENT OR CONSECUTIVE SENTENCES. See Criminal 
Law, 1. 


CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Indians, 2; State Property Taxes. 
I. Due Process. 


1. Criminal prosecution—Defendant’s right to psychiatrist’s assist- 
ance.—When a defendant in a criminal prosecution has made a preliminary 
showing that his sanity at time of offense is likely to be a significant factor 
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at trial, or when State at a capital sentencing proceeding presents psychi- 
atric evidence of defendant’s future dangerousness, Constitution requires 
that State provide access to a psychiatrist’s assistance on such issues, if 
defendant cannot otherwise afford one; petitioner, who was convicted of 
murder and was sentenced to death, was denied due process when his re- 
quest for a psychiatrist’s assistance was denied. Ake v. Oklahoma, p. 68. 


2. Discharge of public employees—Administrative procedures—Ohio 
law.—With regard to discharge of public employees who have a property 
right in retaining employment, all process that is due is provided by a 
pretermination opportunity to respond, coupled with post-termination ad- 
ministrative procedures such as those provided by Ohio law; since respond- 
ent public employees alleged that they had no chance to respond to charges 
prior to their discharge, District Court erred in dismissing their complaints 
for failure to state a claim. Cleveland Board of Education v. Loudermill, 
p. 532. 


3. Rail Passenger Service Act of 1970—Travel privileges of railroad 
employees—Reimbursement to Amtrak.—Section 405(f) of Rail Passenger 
Service Act of 1970—which requires that railroads make certain re- 
imbursements to National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak) 
(a private, for-profit corporation established by Act and authorized to 
enter into “Basic Agreements” with private railroads to provide intercity 
rail passenger service) for Amtrak’s costs in providing railroad employees 
free or reduced-rate travel privileges on Amtrak trains—does not violate 
railroads’ Fifth Amendment due process rights; railroads have no contrac- 
tual right under “Basic Agreements” to be free from obligation to make 
payments to Amtrak. National Railroad Passenger Corporation v. Atchi- 
son, T. & S. F. R. Co., p. 451. 


4. Sketching of jurors by criminal defendant—In-chambers discussion 
with juror—Defendants’ right to be present.—Where (1) during respond- 
ents’ trial on federal criminal charges (resulting in convictions), they were 
advised that judge was going to speak in chambers with a juror who had 
expressed concern that one of respondents was sketching jurors during 
trial, (2) such respondent’s counsel attended in-chambers meeting during 
which juror indicated his willingness to continue as an impartial juror after 
he was informed that sketching would cease, and (3) no objections or post- 
trial motions concerning incident were filed by respondents, their rights 
under Fifth Amendment’s Due Process Clause and Federal Rule of Crimi- 
nal Procedure 43 to be present at every stage of trial were not violated by 
in-chambers discussion with juror. United States v. Gagnon, p. 522. 


II. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


State tax on insurance companies—Discrimination against out-of-state 
companies.—An Alabama statute imposing a substantially lower gross 
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premiums tax rate on domestic insurance companies than on out-of-state 
companies, but permitting latter companies to reduce differential by in- 
vesting in Alabama assets and securities, violated Equa! Protection Clause 
as applied to appellant out-of-state companies. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. 
v. Ward, p. 869. 


III. Freedom of Association and Speech. 


1. Presidential elections—Independent political committees’ expendi- 
tures—Validity of statutory limitation.—Under pertinent provisions of 
Presidential Election Campaign Fund Act and Federal Election Campaign 
Act of 1971, Democratic Party and its National Committee (unlike Federal 
Election Commission) lacked standing to bring private suit in Federal Dis- 
trict Court against independent political committees for a declaration that 
latter committees’ First Amendment rights of freedom of speech and asso- 
ciation were not violated by Fund Act’s provision making criminal an inde- 
pendent political committee’s expenditure of more than $1,000 to further 
election of a Presidential candidate who receives public financing under 
Fund Act; Fund Act’s provision in question violated First Amendment 
rights of independent political committees. Federal Election Comm’n v. 
National Conservative Political Action Committee, p. 480. 


2. Selective prosecutions—Nonregistrants for draft.—Government’s pol- 
icy of selectively prosecuting for violation of Military Selective Service Act 
only those nonregistrants for draft who reported themselves or who were 
reported by others to Government, together with its policy of attempting 
to persuade nonregistrants to change their minds, did not violate either 
such nonregistrants’ First Amendment right to free speech or their Fifth 
Amendment right to equal protection. Wayte v. United States, p. 598. 


IV. Privilege Against Self-Incrimination. 


Confession after Miranda warnings—Effect of earlier unwarned admis- 
sion.—Self-Incrimination Clause of Fifth Amendment does not require 
suppression of a confession, made after proper Miranda warnings and a 
valid waiver of rights, solely because police had obtained an earlier volun- 
tary but unwarned admission from suspect. Oregon v. Elstad, p. 298. 


V. Privileges and Immunities Clause. 


Admission to state bar—Residency requirement.—New Hampshire 
Supreme Court’s Rule limiting bar admission to state residents violates 
Privileges and Immunities Clause of Federal Constitution. Supreme 
Court of N. H. v. Piper, p. 274. 


VI. Right to Counsel. 


Police interrogation—Retroactivity of Edwards v. Arizona.—Ruling in 
Edwards v. Arizona, 451 U.S. 477, that a criminal defendant’s rights 
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under Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments are violated by use of his con- 
fession obtained by police-instigated interrogation—without counsel 
present—after he requests an attorney, applies to cases pending on direct 
appeal at time Edwards was decided. Shea v. Louisiana, p. 51. 


VII. Searches and Seizures. 


1. Investigative detention—Fingerprinting suspect.—Where (1) police, 
investigating a crime and acting without a warrant, told petitioner at 
his home that he would be arrested if he would not accompany them to sta- 
tion house for fingerprinting, (2) he stated that he would rather go to 
station than be arrested, (3) he was then taken to station and finger- 
printed, (4) when it was determined that his prints matched those at crime 
scene, he was arrested, and (5) prints were admitted in evidence and he 
was convicted, investigative detention at station for fingerprinting violated 
Fourth Amendment, and prints were inadmissible fruits of illegal deten- 
tion. Hayes v. Florida, p. 811. 


2. Investigative stop of vehicle—Detention of driver—Where (1) a fed- 
eral agent and a state officer, driving separate vehicles, followed a car and 
an apparently overloaded camper truck being driven by respondents in 
tandem in an area under surveillance for drug trafficking, (2) when an 
attempt to stop respondents’ vehicles was made, car pulled over but truck 
continued on, pursued by state officer, (3) after obtaining identification 
from car driver, federal agent was unable to contact state officer on radio 
to see if he had stopped truck, (4) in meantime, state officer stopped truck 
and told driver that he would be held until federal agent arrived, and 
(5) agent arrived about 15 minutes later and discovered what appeared to 
be marihuana in truck, and respondents were then arrested, truckdriver’s 
detention during investigative stop met Fourth Amendment’s standard of 
reasonableness. United States v. Sharpe, p. 675. 


3. Surgery to remove bullet from accused—Court order.—Where (1) both 
victim and assailant were shot during attempted robbery, (2) shortly after 
victim was taken to hospital, police found respondent, who was wounded, 
and took him to hospital, where victim identified him as assailant, (3) he was 
then charged with attempted robbery, and (4) State obtained a state-court 
order directing him to undergo surgery to remove bullet to produce evi- 
dence of his guilt or innocence, proposed compelled surgery, which would 
require general anesthesia rather than local anesthesia as originally contem- 
plated, would violate respondent’s right to be secure in his person, and 
search would be “unreasonable” under Fourth Amendment. Winston v. 
Lee, p. 753. 
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CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL CIVIL AVIATION. See War- 
saw Convention. 


CONVENTION ON THE TERRITORIAL SEA AND THE CONTIGU- 
OUS ZONE. 


Coastline—Mississippi Sound.—In proceedings involving issue whether 
Mississippi Sound, a body of water south of mainland of Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi, consists of inland waters so as to establish in those States, rather 
than in United States, ownership of submerged lands, Special Master cor- 
rectly determined that Sound is a historic bay under Convention and that 
its waters therefore are inland waters. Alabama and Mississippi Bound- 
ary Case, p. 98. 


COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act 
of 1965. 


COURTS OF APPEALS. See Jurisdiction. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Administrative Procedure Act; Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 1, 4; III, 2; IV; VI; VII. 


1. Felon’s receipt and possession of firearm—Multiple convictions and 
sentences for same act.—A previously convicted felon who, on basis of a 
single act, is subsequently charged with receiving a firearm in violation 
of 18 U. S. C. §922(h)(1) and possessing it in violation of 18 U.S. C. 
App. § 1202(a)(1), cannot be convicted of and sentenced for both charges, 
even if sentences are to be served concurrently rather than consecutively. 
Ball v. United States, p. 856. 


2. Prosecutor’s misconduct—Argument to jury—Plain error.—Where 
(1) respondent’s defense counsel, during summation to jury at federal crim- 
inal trial, impugned prosecutor’s integrity and charged that prosecutor did 
not believe in Government’s case, (2) in rebuttal argument prosecutor 
stated his opinion that respondent was guilty and urged jury to “do its 
job,” and (8) defense counsel made no objection at trial, Court of Appeals 
erred in reversing respondent’s conviction since prosecutor’s remarks, al- 
though error, did not constitute “plain error” that a reviewing court could 
properly act on under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 52(b), absent a 
timely objection by defense counsel. United States v. Young, p. 1. 


CUSTODIAL INTERROGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 
DAMAGES. See Federal Employers’ Liability Act. 


DEATH PENALTY. See Administrative Procedure Act; Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 1. 


DEFICIT REDUCTION ACT OF 1984. See Social Security Act. 
DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Jurisdiction, 1. 
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DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN’S EDUCATION. See Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965. 


DISCHARGE OF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, I, 
2. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST OUT-OF-STATE INSURANCE COM- 
PANIES. See Constitutional Law, II. 


DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
DRAFT REGISTRATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


DRUG INJECTIONS FOR EXECUTIONS. See Administrative Proce- 
dure Act. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I. 


EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN. See Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965. 


ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights Act of 
1965. 


ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965. 


1. Education of disadvantaged children—Federal grants—Eligibility of 
local schools.—Substantive standards of 1978 Amendments to Act, relax- 
ing eligibility requirements for local schools to receive federal funds under 
Title I of Act to support education of disadvantaged children in low-income 
areas, do not apply retroactively to determine if Title I funds were misused 
under previously made federal grants. Bennett v. New Jersey, p. 632. 


2. Education of disadvantaged children—Federal grants—Eligibility of 
local schools.—Under Act’s provisions and implementing regulations re- 
garding States’ assurances that federal grants to support education of dis- 
advantaged children would be used only for eligible programs under Title I 
of Act and would only supplement, not supplant, state and local expen- 
ditures for education, Secretary of Education properly determined that 
Kentucky, in approving certain classes offered by some local education 
agencies, had violated its assurances of compliance with Title I, thereby 
misusing Title I funds and being liable to repay funds to Secretary. Ben- 
nett v. Kentucky Dept. of Education, p. 656. 


ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Indians, 2. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 2, 3; Federal Employers’ Liability Act; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 


EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
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EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, IJ; 
III, 2. 


EXECUTION BY DRUG INJECTION. See Administrative Procedure 
Act. 


EXEMPTION OF UNITED STATES OBLIGATIONS FROM STATE 
TAXATION. See State Property Taxes. 


FEDERAL ARBITRATION ACT. 


Alleged violations of both federal and state law—Arbitration of state-law 
claims.—Where (1) respondent customer filed a Federal District Court 
action alleging that petitioner broker-dealer had violated Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 and various state-law provisions, and (2) petitioner 
filed a motion to compel arbitration of pendent state-law claims under arbi- 
tration clause of parties’ written agreement and to stay arbitration pending 
resolution of federal action—petitioner arguing that Arbitration Act re- 
quired District Court to compel arbitration of state-law claims—District 
Court erred insofar as it refused to grant petitioner’s motion to compel 
arbitration of such claims. Dean Witter Reynolds Inc. v. Byrd, p. 213. 


FEDERAL COURTS IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1982. See Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 


FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN ACT OF 1971. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 


State-court action—Jury instructions—Employee’s loss of future earn- 
ings.—In a state-court action under Act, propriety of instructions concern- 
ing measure of damages is an issue of “substance” to be determined by fed- 
eral law, and in an injured railroad employee’s action against railroad, 
railroad is entitled, as a matter of federal law, to have jury instructed that 
it must determine present value of money awarded in a lump sum for 
employee’s loss of future earnings. St. Louis Southwestern R. Co. v. 
Dickerson, p. 409. 


FEDERAL FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT. See Adminis- 
trative Procedure Act. 


FEDERAL GRANTS FOR EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED 
CHILDREN. See Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Constitw- 
tional Law, I, 4; Criminal Law, 2. 
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FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Con- 
vention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone; Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965; Federal Arbitration 
Act; Federal Employers’ Liability Act; Judgments; State Property 
Taxes; Voting Rights Act of 1965. 


FELON’S RECEIPT OR POSSESSION OF FIREARM. See Criminal 
Law, 1. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 3, 4; III, 2; IV; VI. 
FINGERPRINTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 

FIREARMS. See Criminal Law, 1. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III. 


FLAT-SUM DISREGARD FROM INCOME IN DETERMINING WEL- 
FARE BENEFITS. See Social Security Act. 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION DECISIONS. See Adminis- 
trative Procedure Act. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1, 2; VI. 
FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Judgments. 


FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, III. 
FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. See Judgments. 
GEORGIA. See State Property Taxes. 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 1; Jurisdiction, 1. 


HARBOR WORKERS. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ 
Compensation Act. 


HISTORIC BAYS. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the 
Contiguous Zone. 


HOBBS ACT. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
ILLINOIS. See Judgments. 
IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Indians, 2. 


“INCOME” FOR DETERMINING WELFARE BENEFITS. See So- 
cial Security Act. 


INDEPENDENT POLITICAL COMMITTEES’ CAMPAIGN EXPEN- 
DITURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION ACT. See Indians, 1. 
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1. Aboriginal title to lands—“Payment” to Tribe.-—Where (1) Indian 
Claims Commission awarded compensation to Shoshone Tribe for loss of 
aboriginal title to certain lands, (2) amount of award was judicially affirmed 
and was deposited for Tribe in a trust account in United States Treasury, 
(3) because of Tribe’s refusal to cooperate, Secretary of Interior could not 
submit to Congress a plan for distribution of fund, and (4) respondent Tribe 
members, in Government’s trespass action against them, claimed that they 
still had aboriginal title, “payment” occurred under § 22(a) of Indian Claims 
Commission Act when funds were placed into trust account, extinguishing 
aboriginal title even though Congress had not approved a final distribution 
plan. United States v. Dann, p. 39. 


2. Invalid conveyance of tribal lands—Federal-court action.—Where 
respondent Indian Tribes brought a Federal District Court action against 
petitioner counties alleging that Tribes’ ancestors’ conveyance of tribal 
lands to New York under a 1795 agreement was void because it violated 
Nonintercourse Act of 1793, which provided that no entity could purchase 
Indian land without Federal Government’s approval, (1) Tribes had a fed- 
eral common-law right of action for violation of their possessory rights, 
which right of action was not pre-empted by federal Nonintercourse Acts, 
(2) there was no merits to counties’ alleged defenses based on “borrowing” 
state statute of limitations, laches, abatement of cause of action, asserted 
subsequent ratification by Federal Government of 1795 conveyance, or po- 
litical question doctrine, and (8) federal courts below erred in exercising 
ancillary jurisdiction over counties’ cross-claim for indemnity by State, 
since cross-claim raised state-law question and there was no showing that 
State waived its Eleventh Amendment immunity from suit in federal court 
on such question. County of Oneida v. Oneida Indian Nation, p. 226. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Federal Employers’ Liability Act. 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. See Constitutional Law, II. 
INVESTIGATIVE DETENTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1, 2. 
JUDGMENTS. 


State-court judgments—Preclusive effect in later federal-court action.— 
Where (1) petitioner orthopaedic surgeons’ complaints in Illinois court, 
alleging that respondent organization’s refusal to admit them as members 
violated their associational rights under Illinois common law, were dis- 
missed for failure to state a cause of action, (2) petitioners then filed 
an action in Federal District Court, alleging that denial of membership 
violated Sherman Act, (8) District Court denied respondent’s motion to 
dismiss, holding that under federal law state judgments did not bar Sher- 
man Act claim, but (4) Court of Appeals held that, as a matter of federal 
law, claim preclusion barred federal antitrust action, federal courts below 
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erred in not considering Illinois law in determining preclusive effect of 
state judgments—fact that petitioners’ antitrust claim was within exclu- 
sive jurisdiction of federal courts not necessarily making “full faith and 
credit” provisions of 28 U. S. C. § 1738 inapplicable. Marrese v. Ameri- 
can Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons, p. 373. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW OF ADMINISTRATIVE DETERMINATIONS. 
See Administrative Procedure Act; Jurisdiction. 


JURISDICTION. 


1. Merit Systems Protection Board—Denial of disability retirement 
claims—Judicial review.—Title 5 U. S. C. § 8347(c) does not bar entirely 
judicial review of a Merit Systems Protection Board judgment affirming 
Office of Personnel Management’s denial of a Government employee’s dis- 
ability retirement claim, but bars review only of factual determinations 
while permitting review as to departures from procedural rights, miscon- 
struction of governing legislation, or similar errors going to heart of admin- 
istrative determination; Court of Appeals for Federal Circuit has juris- 
diction directly to review Board’s disability retirement decisions under 
5 U.S. C. §7703(b)(1) and 28 U.S. C. §1295(a)(9). Lindahl v. OPM, 
p. 768. 


2. Nuclear Regulatory Commission—Denial of citizen petition—Judi- 
cial review.—Under 42 U. S. C. § 2239, federal courts of appeals have ini- 
tial subject-matter jurisdiction over NRC’s orders denying citizen petitions 
made pursuant to its rules, such as its denial of request by one of respond- 
ents for institution of administrative proceedings to suspend petitioner’s 
license to operate nuclear reactor. Florida Power & Light Co. v. Lorion, 
p. 729. 


JURORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 
JURY INSTRUCTIONS. See Federal Employers’ Liability Act. 


KENTUCKY. See Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, 
Zz 


LACHES. See Indians, 2. 
LICENSES FOR NUCLEAR REACTORS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. See Indians, 2. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
ACT. 


Offshore oil-drilling platform—Injury to welder—“Maritime” employ- 
ment.—Where respondent was injured while welding a gas flow line on a 
fixed offshore oil-drilling platform in a State’s territorial waters, his em- 
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ACT—Continued. 


ployment was not “maritime,” and thus he did not qualify for benefits 
under Act. Herb’s Welding, Inc. v. Gray, p. 414. 


“MARITIME” EMPLOYMENT. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act. 


McCARRAN-FERGUSON ACT. See Constitutional Law, II. 


MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD’S JUDGMENTS. See Ju- 
risdiction, 1. 


MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 2. 


MIRANDA WARNINGS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


MISSISSIPPI. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contig- 
uous Zone. 


MONTREAL AGREEMENT. See Warsaw Convention. 

MOTOR VEHICLE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. See Constitutional Law, V. 
NONINTERCOURSE ACT OF 1793. See Indians, 2. 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION’S ORDERS. See Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


OFFSHORE OIL-DRILLING PLATFORMS. See Longshoremen’s 
and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act. 


OHIO. See Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
OIL. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act. 


OMNIBUS BUDGET RECONCILIATION ACT. See Social Security 
Act. 


ORTHOPAEDIC SURGEONS. See Judgments. 


OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LANDS ACT. See Longshoremen’s 
and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act. 


PASSENGERS’ INJURIES FROM AiRCRAFT “ACCIDENT.” See 
Warsaw Convention. 


PLAIN ERROR. See Criminal Law, 2. 
POLICE INTERROGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


POLITICAL COMMITTEES’ CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


POLITICAL-QUESTION DOCTRINE. See Indians, 2. 
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POLLUTION. See Clean Water Act. 


PRECLUSIVE EFFECT OF STATE-COURT JUDGMENT IN 
FEDERAL-COURT ACTION. See Judgments. 


PRE-EMPTION OF FEDERAL COMMON-LAW ACTIONS BY FED- 
ERAL STATUTES. See Indians, 2. 


PRESENCE OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANT ATTRIAL. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 4. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN FUND ACT. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1. 


PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional 
Law, IV; VI. 


PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES CLAUSE. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 

PROPERTY TAXES. See State Property Taxes. 

PROSECUTOR’S MISCONDUCT. See Criminal Law, 2. 


PSYCHIATRIST’S ASSISTANCE FOR CRIMINAL DEFENDANT. 
See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 


PUBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional 
Law, I, 2; Jurisdiction, 1. 


RAIL PASSENGER SERVICE ACT OF 1970. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 3. 


RAILROAD EMPLOYEES’ TRAVEL PRIVILEGES. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 3. 


RAILROAD’S LIABILITY FOR EMPLOYEES’ INJURIES. See Fed- 
eral Employers’ Liability Act. 


REGISTRATION FOR DRAFT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


RESIDENCY REQUIREMENT FOR ADMISSION TO STATE BAR. 
See Constitutional Law, V. 


RETIREMENT BENEFITS. See Jurisdiction, 1. 
RETROACTIVITY OF DECISIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


RETROACTIVITY OF STATUTES. See Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965, 1. 


RIGHT OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANT TO BE PRESENT AT TRIAL. 
See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 


RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
SCHOOL DISTRICT ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
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SCHOOLS. See Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965. 


SEABED. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous 
Zone. 


SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
SECURITIES BROKER-DEALERS. See Federal Arbitration Act. 


SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934. See Federal Arbitration 
Act. 


SELECTIVE PROSECUTION OF NONREGISTRANTS FOR DRAFT. 
See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 
SEX DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Judgments. 


SKETCHING OF JURORS BY CRIMINAL DEFENDANT. See Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 4. 


SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. 


AFDC benefits—Determination of family’s need—Fiat-sum disregard 
from income.—In calculating a family’s need for Aid to Families with De- 
pendent Children benefits, responsible state agency must treat mandatory 
tax withholdings as a work expense encompassed within flat-sum disregard 
of § 402(a)(8)(A)(ii) of Act, rather than as a separate deduction in determin- 
ing “income” under § 402(a)(7)(A). Heckler v. Turner, p. 184. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. See Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
STANDING TO SUE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


STATE PROPERTY TAXES. 


Taxation of United States obligations—Validity of Georgia law.—Re- 
vised Statutes §3701, which provides for an exemption of United States 
obligations from state taxation, is satisfied by a Georgia property tax pro- 
vision construed by Georgia Supreme Court so as to allow a bank to deduct 
from its net worth not full value of United States obligations it held but 
only percentage of federal obligations attributable to assets. First Na- 
tional Bank of Atlanta v. Bartow County Board of Tax Assessors, p. 583. 


STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Indians, 2. 


STATES’ MISUSE OF FEDERAL GRANTS FOR EDUCATION OF 
DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN. See Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965. 


STATE TAXES ON INSURANCE COMPANIES. See Constitutional 
Law, II. 
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STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See Indians, 2. 


SUPREME COURT. 
Presentation of Attorney General, p. VII. 


SURGERY TO REMOVE BULLET FROM ACCUSED. See Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 3. 


TAXES. See Constitutional Law, II; Social Security Act; State Prop- 
erty Taxes. 


TOXIC WASTES. See Clean Water Act. 


TRAVEL PRIVILEGES OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. See Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 3. 


TUCKER ACT. See Jurisdiction, 1. 


UNITED STATES OBLIGATIONS’ EXEMPTION FROM STATE TAX- 
ATION. See State Property Taxes. 


VARIANCES FROM POLLUTION STANDARDS. See Clean Water 
Act. 


VEHICLE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 


VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. 


School District Trustees—Change in election laws—Attorney General’s 
approval.—Where (1) Attorney General originally filed an objection to a 
change in South Carolina’s statutes that proposed election at November 
1982 general election of District Boards of Trustees for Hampton County’s 
public schools, and required candidates to file between August 16 and 
31, (2) shortly after November elections were held under prior, approved 
statutory provisions, Attorney General withdrew his objection to new law, 
and (8) County Election Commission—which, in contemplation of Attorney 
General’s reconsideration of objection, had accepted candidate filings under 
new law—then scheduled an election under new law for March 15, 1983, 
use of August filing period in conjunction with March election, and setting 
of March election itself, were changes that should have been submitted to 
Attorney General under §5 of Voting Rights Act. NAACP v. Hampton 
County Election Comm’n, p. 166. 


WAIVER OF DEFENDANT’S RIGHT TO BE PRESENT AT CRIMI- 
NAL TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, I, 4. 


WAIVER OF PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See 
Constitutional Law, IV. 
WARSAW CONVENTION. 
Airlines—Liability for passenger’s injury—“Accident.”—An airline’s 
liability under Article 17 of Convention for a passenger’s injury caused 
by an “accident” arises only if injury is caused by an unexpected or unusual 
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event or happening that is external to passenger, and not where injury re- 
sults from passenger’s own internal reaction to usual, normal, and ex- 
pected operation of aircraft (such as respondent passenger’s loss of hearing 
in one ear allegedly caused by pressurization system of petitioner’s jetliner 
during a landing). Air France v. Saks, p. 392. 


WATERS. See Clean Water Act; Convention on the Territorial Sea 
and the Contiguous Zone. 


WELFARE BENEFITS. See Social Security Act. 


WORDS AND PHRASES. 


1. “Accident.” Art. 17, Warsaw Convention, note following 49 U. S. C. 
App. §1502. Air France v. Saks, p. 392. 

2. “Income.” §402(a)(7)(A), Social Security Act, 42 U.S. C. §602(a) 
(7)(A). Heckler v. Turner, p. 184. 

3. “Maritime employment.” §2(3), Longshoremen’s and Harbor Work- 
ers’ Compensation Act, 33 U.S. C. §902(8). Herb’s Welding, Inc. v. 
Gray, p. 414. 

4, “Payment.” §22(a), Indian Claims Commission Act, 25 U.S. C. 
§ 70u(a) (1976 ed.). United States v. Dann, p. 39. 


WORKERS’ COMPENSATION. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act. 





